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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

r evoked.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he st i pul at i on f i l ed by t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  and At t or ney Thomas E.  

Bi el i nski  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 12. 1  The par t i es st i pul at e t hat  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 12 pr ovi des:  

( 1)  The di r ect or  may f i l e wi t h t he compl ai nt  a 
st i pul at i on of  t he di r ect or  and t he r espondent  t o 
t he f act s,  concl usi ons of  l aw r egar di ng 
mi sconduct ,  and di sci pl i ne t o be i mposed.  The 
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At t or ney Bi el i nski  admi t s t o t he f act s and mi sconduct  al l eged i n 

t he OLR' s compl ai nt  and agr ees t hat  t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  

di sci pl i ne i s t he r evocat i on of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.  

¶2 We appr ove t he st i pul at i on and adopt  t he st i pul at ed 

f act s and concl usi ons of  l aw.   We agr ee t hat  t he ser i ousness of  

At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  mi sconduct  war r ant s t he r evocat i on of  hi s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  

¶3 At t or ney Bi el i nski  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n i n May of  1985 and pr act i ced i n Br ookf i el d.   He has 

not  pr evi ousl y been t he subj ect  of  pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne.   On 

June 12,  2012,  At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was 

suspended f or  f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h mandat or y cont i nui ng l egal  

educat i onal  ( CLE)  r epor t i ng r equi r ement s.   Hi s l i cense r emai ns 

suspended.  

¶4 On August  23,  2011,  At t or ney Bi el i nski  was char ged 

wi t h f el ony t hef t  by f al se r epr esent at i on of  gr eat er  t han 

                                                                                                                                                             
supr eme cour t  may consi der  t he compl ai nt  and 
st i pul at i on wi t hout  t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee.  

( 2)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  appr oves a st i pul at i on,  i t  
shal l  adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and concl usi ons 
of  l aw and i mpose t he st i pul at ed di sci pl i ne.  

( 3)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  r ej ect s t he st i pul at i on,  a 
r ef er ee shal l  be appoi nt ed and t he mat t er  shal l  
pr oceed as a compl ai nt  f i l ed wi t hout  a 
st i pul at i on.  

( 4)  A st i pul at i on r ej ect ed by t he supr eme cour t  has 
no evi dent i ar y val ue and i s wi t hout  pr ej udi ce t o 
t he r espondent ' s def ense of  t he pr oceedi ng or  t he 
pr osecut i on of  t he compl ai nt .  



No.   2012AP1654- D   

 

3 
 

$10, 000 i n v i ol at i on of  Wi s.  St at .  § 943. 20( 1) ( d) .   See St at e v.  

Bi el i nski ,  Mi l waukee Count y Case No.  2011CF3705.  

¶5 The cr i mi nal  compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  At t or ney Bi el i nski  

st ol e $542, 261. 61 hel d i n t r ust  by t he Mi l waukee Count y Cl er k of  

Ci r cui t  Cour t  and Mi l waukee Count y Tr easur er  by f al sel y c l ai mi ng 

t o r epr esent  peopl e ent i t l ed t o such money.   The cr i mi nal  

compl ai nt  f ur t her  al l eged t hat  At t or ney Bi el i nski  unsuccessf ul l y 

t r i ed t o st eal  an addi t i onal  $84, 784. 64.  

¶6 The cr i mi nal  compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  bet ween 2007 and 

2011,  At t or ney Bi el i nski  f r audul ent l y pur por t ed t o r epr esent  

per sons i nvol ved i n mor t gage f or ecl osur e cases i n whi ch sur pl us 

f unds r emai ned af t er  sher i f f ' s  sal es and he cl ai med t he f unds on 

t hei r  behal f .   The cr i mi nal  compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  At t or ney 

Bi el i nski  f i l ed 47 f r audul ent  c l ai ms wi t h t he Mi l waukee Count y 

c i r cui t  cour t ,  43 of  whi ch wer e appr oved and pai d and 4 of  whi ch 

wer e deni ed.   At t or ney Bi el i nsk i ' s  f i nanci al  r ecor ds showed he 

had no l egi t i mat e l aw pr act i ce at  t he t i me and hi s f r aud scheme 

was hi s pr i mar y sour ce of  i ncome.   I n or der  t o commi t  t hese 

t hef t s,  At t or ney Bi el i nski  engaged i n a ser i es of  i dent i t y 

t hef t s,  f al se not ar i zat i ons,  f or ger i es,  and t hef t s of  cour t  

r ecor ds.   He f i l ed f or ged document s wi t h t he Mi l waukee Count y 

c i r cui t  cour t  and t her eby t r i cked j udges i nt o s i gni ng or der s t o 

pay hi m sur pl us f unds.   Af t er  r ecei v i ng payment ,  At t or ney 

Bi el i nski  of t en sani t i zed t he r ecor ds by r emovi ng hi s f r audul ent  

pl eadi ngs and f or ger i es f r om t he of f i c i al  cour t  r ecor d.  

¶7 On Apr i l  4,  2012,  At t or ney Bi el i nski  ent er ed a gui l t y 

pl ea and was convi ct ed of  one count  of  f el ony t hef t  by f al se 
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r epr esent at i on gr eat er  t han $10, 000.   He was sent enced t o f i ve 

year s of  i ni t i al  conf i nement  i n pr i son wi t h f i ve year s of  

ext ended super vi s i on.   The ci r cui t  cour t  or der ed r est i t ut i on i n 

t he st i pul at ed amount  of  $542, 231. 61 t o be pai d t o Mi l waukee 

Count y by May 2,  2022.   The ci r cui t  cour t  i mposed a f i ve per cent  

sur char ge and or der ed i f  At t or ney Bi el i nski  f ai l s  t o pay t he 

r est i t ut i on bef or e t he end of  hi s sent ence a c i v i l  j udgment  

shal l  be ent er ed.  

¶8 At t or ney Bi el i nski  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de t he OLR or  t he 

c l er k of  t hi s cour t  wr i t t en not i ce of  hi s convi ct i on.  

¶9 The OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Bi el i nski  

on Jul y 26,  2012.   The compl ai nt  al l eged t wo count s of  

mi sconduct :  

 [ Count  1: ]   By engagi ng i n conduct  l eadi ng t o a 
cr i mi nal  convi ct i on f or  one count  of  f el ony t hef t  by 
f al se r epr esent at i on gr eat er  t han $10, 000,  i n St at e of  
Wi sconsi n vs.  Thomas E.  Bi el i nski ,  Mi l waukee Count y 
Case No.  11- CF- 3705,  Thomas E.  Bi el i nski  v i ol at ed 
SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 2 

[ Count  2: ]   By f ai l i ng t o r epor t  t o OLR and t he 
Cl er k of  t he Supr eme Cour t  i n wr i t i ng wi t hi n 5 days 
hi s cr i mi nal  convi ct i on f or  one count  of  f el ony t hef t  
by f al se r epr esent at i on gr eat er  t han $10, 000,  i n St at e 
of  Wi sconsi n vs.  Thomas E.  Bi el i nski ,  Mi l waukee Count y 
Case No.  11- CF- 3705,  Thomas E.  Bi el i nski  v i ol at ed 
SCR 21. 15( 5) , 3 enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 4 

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 

l awyer  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y on t he 
l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  i n 
ot her  r espect s;  .  .  .  . "  

3 SCR 21. 15( 5)  pr ovi des:   

An at t or ney f ound gui l t y or  convi ct ed of  any 
cr i me on or  af t er  Jul y 1,  2002,  shal l  not i f y i n 
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¶10 On Oct ober  5,  2012,  t he par t i es f i l ed a st i pul at i on i n 

whi ch t hey st i pul at ed t hat  At t or ney Bi el i nski  engaged i n 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  as al l eged i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   

At t or ney Bi el i nski  agr eed i t  woul d be appr opr i at e f or  t hi s cour t  

t o i mpose t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne sought  by t he OLR di r ect or ——

r evocat i on of  At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n.   The st i pul at i on st at es t hat  i t  di d not  r esul t  f r om 

pl ea bar gai ni ng.   At t or ney Bi el i nski  agr ees t hat  t he f act s 

al l eged i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  f or m a basi s f or  t he di sci pl i ne 

r equest ed.   At t or ney Bi el i nski  r epr esent s and ver i f i es t hat  he 

f ul l y under st ands t he mi sconduct  al l egat i ons;  he f ul l y 

under st ands t he r ami f i cat i ons shoul d t hi s cour t  i mpose 

r evocat i on;  he f ul l y under st ands hi s r i ght  t o cont est  t he 

mat t er ;  he f ul l y  under st ands hi s  r i ght  t o consul t  wi t h counsel ;  

hi s ent r y i nt o t he st i pul at i on i s made knowi ngl y and 

vol unt ar i l y ;  and hi s ent r y i nt o t he st i pul at i on r epr esent s hi s  

admi ssi on of  t he mi sconduct  al l eged by t he OLR and hi s assent  t o 

t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne sought  by t he OLR di r ect or .  

                                                                                                                                                             
wr i t i ng t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and t he cl er k 
of  t he [ s] upr eme [ c] our t  wi t hi n 5 days af t er  t he 
f i ndi ng or  conv i ct i on,  whi chever  f i r st  occur s.   The 
not i ce shal l  i nc l ude t he i dent i t y of  t he at t or ney,  t he 
dat e of  t he f i ndi ng or  convi ct i on,  t he of f enses,  and 
t he j ur i sdi ct i on.   An at t or ney' s  f ai l ur e t o not i f y t he 
of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and cl er k of  t he supr eme 
cour t  of  bei ng f ound gui l t y or  hi s or  her  convi ct i on 
i s mi sconduct .  

4 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme cour t  
or der  or  supr eme cour t  deci s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s;  .  .  .  . "  
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¶11 Supr eme Cour t  Rul e 22. 12 pr ovi des t hat  i f  t hi s cour t  

appr oves a st i pul at i on i t  shal l  adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and 

concl usi ons of  l aw and i mpose t he st i pul at ed di sci pl i ne.   We 

adopt  t he f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw t o whi ch t he 

par t i es have st i pul at ed r egar di ng At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   We f ur t her  det er mi ne t hat  r evocat i on 

of  At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i s war r ant ed.   

At t or ney Bi el i nski  has admi t t ed t o engagi ng i n ser i ous cr i mi nal  

conduct  whi ch consi st ed of  an ongoi ng scheme t o def r aud t he 

cour t  and i nnocent  par t i es sol el y t o benef i t  hi msel f  

f i nanci al l y.   Hi s mi sconduct  l ast ed f or  appr oxi mat el y f our  year s 

and i nvol ved at  l east  47 separ at e f r audul ent  t r ansact i ons.   

At t or ney Bi el i nski ' s  conduct  caused ser i ous har m t o numer ous 

per sons,  none of  whom wer e hi s c l i ent s,  as wel l  as t o t he 

i nt egr i t y of  t he cour t  syst em.   Revocat i on i s t he appr opr i at e 

sanct i on.   We accede t o t he r ecommendat i on t hat  no cost s be 

assessed agai nst  Bi el i nski .  

¶12 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Thomas E.  Bi el i nski  

t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  

t hi s opi ni on.  

¶13 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  t o t he ext ent  he has not  

al r eady done so,  At t or ney Bi el i nski  compl y wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons 

of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  a per son whose l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been r evoked.  
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